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REMARKS 

Applicant respectfully requests reconsideration of the present application in view of 
the reasons that follow. 

No claims are amended. 

A detailed listing of all claims that are, or were, in the application, irrespective of 
whether the claim(s) remain under examination in the application, is presented, with an 
appropriate defined status identifier. Claims 1-28 remain pending in this application. 

Rejections under 35 U.S.C. § 103 

Claims 1-28 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being unpatentable over U.S. 
Patent Application Publication No. 2002/0054059 Al to Schneiderman (hereafter 
"Schneiderman") in view of U.S. Patent Application Publication No. 2003/0126136 Al to 
Omoigui (hereafter "Omoigui"). Applicants respectfully traverse this rejection for at least the 
following reasons. 

Independent claim 1 is directed to a method of maintaining a display, and comprises 
the steps of: (1) providing an image on said display; and (2) identifying via an identifier on 
said display a status of said image, said identifier being viewable only during a predetermined 
time criteria . Schneiderman and Omogui fail to suggest the method of claim 1 , at least 
because they fail to suggest step (2) as recited in claim 1 . 

Schneiderman fails to disclose step (2) as recited in claim 1 . The Office Action cites 
to Schneiderman on page 2 , paragraphs [001 1] through [0012] as disclosing identifying via 
an identifier on said display a status of said image. The image annotations of Schneiderman 
disclosed in the cited section, however, do not include the status of the image. 

Moreover, the Office Action on page 3 recognizes that Schneiderman does not teach, 
as recited in claim 1, "said identifier being viewable only during a predetermined time 
criteria ." The Office Action cites to Omogui at page 64, paragraph [1 166] as disclosing this 
feature. Applicants respectfully disagree. 
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Omoigui discloses in paragraph [1 166] a "Timeline" context palette, that allows a user 
to navigate objects on a semantic time line based on a currently selected object. The timeline 
may contain information items based on their publish/post time, and event items based on 
their appointment time (paragraph [1 166]). The user can then navigate relevant objects using 
time as the primary axis for information conveyance (paragraph [1 166]). 

Omoigui, however, fails to disclose or suggest displaying an identifier, which 
identifies a status of an image, where the identifier is viewable only during a predetermined 
time criteria . The timeline palette disclosed in Omoigui does not allow a user to identify a 
status of an image (or object), where the identifier is viewable only during a predetermined 
time criteria. When a user invokes the timeline palette of Omoigui for a selected object, the 
user may then navigate objects on the timeline, where the objects are arranged according to 
their publish/post time, or appointment time, for example. The cited section of Omoigui, 
however, does not disclose that the status of the selected object is identified by an identifier, 
where the identifier is viewable only during a predetermined time criteria. The timeline only 
acts to arrange related objects on the timeline according to their publish/post time or 
appointment time, for example. No status identifier of the selected object is displayed such 
that the identifier is viewable only during a predetermined time criteria. Thus, even if there 
were motivation to modify Schneiderman according to Omoigui (which there is not), the 
resultant would not meet the limitations of claim 1 . 

Independent clams 8, 13, 19, 24 and 25 respectively recite "relating a time criteria to 
said image; and embedding a link to an identifier for identifying on said display a status of 
said image, wherein said embedded link expires when said time criteria is satisfied", 
"identifying via an identifier on said computer screen a status of said image, said identifier 
being viewable only during a predetermined time criteria", "relating a time criteria to said 
image; and embedding a link to an identifier for identifying on said computer screen a status 
of said image, wherein said embedded link expires when said time criteria is satisfied", 
"embedding a link to an identifier for identifying on said WebPage that said image is new, 
said embedded link automatically expiring after a pre-determined maximum time limit", and 
"means for relating a time criteria to said image; and means for identifying on said WebPage 
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a status of said image until said time criteria is satisfied." Thus independent claims 8, 13, 19, 
24 and 25 are patentable over Schneiderman and Omoigui for reasons analogous to claim 1 . 

The dependent claims are patentable for at least the same reasons as their respective 
independent claims as well as for further patentable features recited therein. For example, 
dependent claim 2 recites "wherein a status comprises one of a new image, an altered image, 
and a current image." The Office Action cites to Schneiderman at page 6, paragraph [0061] 
as disclosing this feature. The cited section of Schneiderman, however, merely discloses that 
there is a relationship between collections and images, but says nothing about a status of an 
image being one of a new image, an altered image, and a current image. Dependent claim 6 
recites "removing said embedded link after said predetermined time criteria." The Office 
Action cites to Omoigui at page 32, paragraph [0622] as disclosing this feature. The cited 
section of Omoigui, however, merely discloses that an inference engine is allowed to remove 
semantic links, but does not disclose that a link is removed after a predetermined time 
criteria. Claim 7 recites "wherein the step of embedding a link to said identifier is performed 
automatically whenever the status of said image changes." The Office Action cites to 
Schneiderman at page 6, paragraph [0073] as disclosing this feature. The cited section of 
Schneiderman, however, merely discloses that a delete button or key may be used to delete an 
appearance record, but says nothing about automatically deleting a link when a status of an 
image changes. 

Moreover, at least Omoigui does not appear to be prior art to the presently claimed 
invention. U.S. Patent Application Publication No. 2003/0126136 Al to Omoigui has a filing 
date of June 24, 2002, after the filing date of December 21, 2001 of the present application. 
U.S. Patent Application Publication No. 2003/0126136 Al claims priority to U.S. provisional 
applications 60/300,385 and 60/360,610. U.S. provisional application 60/360,610 was filed 
after the filing date of December 21, 2001 of the present application and thus does not 
provide a critical reference date to 2003/0126136 Al prior to the present application. U.S. 
provisional application 60/300,385 also does not provide a critical reference date to 
2003/0126136 Al prior to the present application with respect to the above rejection of the 
claims, because at least the section of Omoigui relied on (paragraph [0166] on page 64) for 
disclosing "said identifier being viewable only during a predetermined time criteria", does not 
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appear to be disclosed in U.S. provisional application 60/300,385. Paragraph [0166] on page 
64 of Omoigui describes a Timeline Context Palette. U.S. provisional application 60/300,385, 
however, does not appear to disclose a Timeline Context Palette as described in Omoigui. 
Thus, Omoigui does not appear to be prior art to the presently claimed invention for the 
purposes of the rejection. 

Applicant believes that the present application is now in condition for allowance. 
Favorable reconsideration of the application as amended is respectfully requested. 

The Examiner is invited to contact the undersigned by telephone if it is felt that a 
telephone interview would advance the prosecution of the present application. 

The Commissioner is hereby authorized to charge any additional fees which may be 
required regarding this application under 37 C.F.R. §§ 1 .16-1 .17, or credit any overpayment, 
to Deposit Account No. 19-0741. Should no proper payment be enclosed herewith, as by a 
check being in the wrong amount, unsigned, post-dated, otherwise improper or informal or 
even entirely missing, the Commissioner is authorized to charge the unpaid amount to 
Deposit Account No. 19-0741 . If any extensions of time are needed for timely acceptance of 
papers submitted herewith, Applicant hereby petitions for such extension under 37 C.F.R. 
§1.136 and authorizes payment of any such extensions fees to Deposit Account No. 19-0741. 



Respectfully submitted, 



Date 



FOLEY & LARDNER LLP 
Customer Number: 22428 
Telephone: (202) 672-5485 
Facsimile: (202) 672-5399 



William T. Ellis 
Attorney for Applicant 
Registration No. 26,874 

Thomas G. Bilodeau 
Attorney for Applicant 
Registration No. 43,438 
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